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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)El This action is non-final. 
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The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

The specification is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 112 first paragraph as failing to support 
the invention as it is claimed. While the disclosure teaches various ways to arrange 
stacks or pallets on the turntable, there is no teaching that the structure of the turntable, 
itself, differs from one configuration to another but rather that it is simply flat. 

Claims 4, 5, 7-10 and 18-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112 first paragraph for 
the reasons set forth in the objection to the specification. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent 

(e) the Invention was described In (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent except that an International application filed under the treaty defined In section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3, 6 and 15-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a, e) as being 
anticipated by Kotler et al (6504898). Kotler teaches apparatus and methods for 
irradiating product stacks 60 while minimizing DUR comprising high energy x-ray source 
100/30, adjustable collimator 110, irradiation chamber 80 (lines 9-11 of column 7) 
product turntable 70, conveyor 150, dose rate sensors 180, parameter monitors 
130/170/220/230/250/260/280/300 (lines 6-16 of column 5) and control system 120 
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(lines 53-61 of column 3 and figure 7). The method as performed by the controller 
includes (lines 1-51 of column 4): 

determining the length, width, height and density of product stacks (lines 39-50 of 

column 16) 

determining and adjusting the width of the radiation beam required to produce a 
low DUR 

irradiating product stacks from the side 

rotating the product stack for a period to achieve the low DUR such as adjusting 
the number of rotations (lines 61 et seq of column 12) 

adjusting turntable angular velocity and offset to achieve the low DURR 

adjusting beam power to achieve the low DUR 

detecting radiation dose and adjusting in response thereto 

collimator aperture 

collimator/tumtable distance 

turntable offset (lines 44-50 of column 10) 

turntable angular velocity 

shield position 

beam power 
to achieve the low DUR. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the mariner in which the invention was made. 



Application No. 10/804,605 4 
Art Unit 2882 

Claims 4, 5 and 7-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kotler. Kotler does not specify the number of stacks or pallets to be positioned on 
the turntable but suggests densities and sizes that would be workable, and the number 
of stacks and their arrangement on the turntable would have been obvious in view of 
Kotler's teachings. Se lines 39-50 of column 16. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Examiner 
Church at telephone number (571) 272-2488. 




Craig E. Church 
Senior Examiner 
Art Unit 2882 



